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US President Bill Clinton, attempting to use all means at his disposal to gain support for the North
American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), has launched an intense campaign aimed at convincing
undecided congressional Democrats to support the treaty. A vote on NAFTA is scheduled in the
House of Representatives for Nov. 17. As part of his strategy to promote the treaty, the President
held a series of meetings with small groups of Democrats who had not yet declared their position on
NAFTA. A report in the New York Times on Nov. 9 suggested that Clinton succeeded in convincing
a handful of those Democrats such as Rep. Karan English (D-Ariz) to support NAFTA, but most were
still not ready to commit to the President on how they would vote. According to a report carried
by the Cable New Network (CNN), by Nov. 9 the President has succeeded in slowly increasing the
number of NAFTA supporters in the House to about 200, just 18 votes short of the total number
of votes needed for passage. For his part, Senate Minority Leader Robert Dole (R-Kan), in a Nov.
6 interview on CBS's "Face the Nation" implied that Clinton will bear the blame if NAFTA is not
ratified in the House. He said the Republican leadership in the House and Senate has done its share
in securing the necessary Republican support for NAFTA. In a Nov. 4 analysis, the New York Times
suggested that many of the undecided Democrats in the House may vote against NAFTA because
of strong campaigns by constituents who oppose the treaty. Many of those constituents have
promised to seek defeat during the congressional elections in November 1994 of representatives
who vote in favor of NAFTA. In fact, at least eight of the so-called "swing votes" are Democrats
from the three states where Republicans secured the most visible election victories on Nov 2. The
Republicans took governor seats from Democrats in New Jersey and Virginia and won the mayoral
race in New York City. Rep. Robert Torricelli (D-NJ) said many legislators such as himself who
would have supported NAFTA under different circumstances may have to vote against the treaty
in light of the Nov. 2 election results. "The election showed how high people's anxieties about
jobs are, in addition to higher taxes, at least in my state, so it strengthened my reservations about
NAFTA." Most of the uncommitted Democrats are also facing strong pressure from US labor
unions to vote against NAFTA. In fact, during a televised interview on Nov. 7, President Clinton
showed his frustration over having to compete with unions. "Our big problem is the raw muscle,
the sort of naked pressure the labor unions have put on it," he said. Another tactic employed by
the administration to gain support for NAFTA has been to engage the treaty's most prominent
US opponent former presidential candidate Ross Perot in a debate over the merits of the accord.
Vice President Al Gore represented the administration in a face-to-face debate with Perot, carried
on CNN's Larry King Live show Nov. 9. During the debate, the two participants addressed the
divergent concerns about NAFTA, but also engaged in personal attacks. Both participants used
pictures, diagrams, charts and graphs to bolster their position. Gore's bar graphs showed US-Mexico
trade balances, while Perot's pie charts illustrated "phony" versus "real" US exports to Mexico.
Repeating the statement he has used repeatedly since the 1992 presidential campaign, "You will
hear the giant sucking sound," Perot again charged that NAFTA would result in the loss of 5.9
million US jobs. Gore stuck to the administration's position that the treaty will actually result in
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200,000 new jobs. He also accused Perot of seeking personal political gain from his anti-NAFTA
stance, regardless of the outcome of the Nov. 17 vote in the House. A CNN/Gallup poll conducted
just after the debate indicated that 59% of respondents thought Gore did a better job, while 32%
favored Perot. In the end, political analysts suggested Vice President Gore's presentation was solid
enough to possibly sway some undecided Democrats to support NAFTA. In fact, after the debate,
Rep. Jim Bacchus (D-Fla), who had not taken a stance previously, announced that he would support
the treaty. "Ross Perot spoke of fears and frustrations...Al Gore spoke of hopes and aspirations,"
Bacchus told United Press International. Two days before the CNN debate, Perot criticized the
administration for rejecting his challenge to hold additional debates in Florida, Michigan and
Washington state during the 10-day period leading up to the Nov. 17 House vote. Speaking at a
public forum in Tampa, Perot said he was willing to put his life at risk to campaign against NAFTA.
The former presidential candidate was informed by the Federal Bureau of Investigations (FBI)
office in Dallas of a possible threat against his life. Perot later told the Associated Press he is being
targeted for his opposition to NAFTA because organized crime groups want to be able to smuggle
drugs into the US in shipments of Mexican produce. Justice Department spokesman Carl Stern
confirmed the reports of a death threat but was not able to say whether they were legitimate.
According to Stern, authorities in Albuquerque, NM, received a tip that a man heard about the
plot while in a Mexican prison. The tip was passed on to the Los Angeles FBI office, then to Tampa
authorities and the Secret Service. Meanwhile, another element of the Clinton administration's
strategy to gain support for ratification has been to pursue a series of sector-specific accords with
Mexico. For example, on Nov. 3 Clinton announced that he had gained concessions from Mexico
regarding its exports of sugar and citrus products to the US. Under the sugar agreement, corn syrup
will be considered as sugar in calculations used to determine whether Mexico is a net exporter of
sugar. This accord would limit Mexican sugar exports to 150,000 MT per year for the first seven
years under NAFTA, raising the quota to 250,000 MT per year thereafter. The sugar agreement
is intended to remove concerns by US sugar producers that Mexico would begin to substitute an
increasing amount of corn syrup for sugar, especially in soft drinks, and then export its excess sugar
to the US. In the case of citrus products, the two sides agreed to automatically impose tariffs on
frozen concentrated orange juice imported from Mexico if the price falls below a specified level for
several days in a row. US Trade Representative Mickey Kantor told reporters the administration
will seek similar agreements on wine, flat glass and appliances if NAFTA is ratified. Mexican
Trade Secretary Jaime Serra Puche denied that these concessions represented a "renegotiation"
of NAFTA. He emphasized that the flexibility to negotiate a shorter timetable for the reduction or
elimination of tariffs is allowed under NAFTA's article 302. President Clinton, in his Nov. 3 letter
formally submitting NAFTA to Congress for ratification, emphasized the importance of NAFTA for
future US trade policy. "If we turn away from NAFTA, we risk losing the natural trade advantage
that should come to the US as Mexico and the rest of Latin America build market economies and
stronger democracies." In fact, syndicated columnist Anthony Lewis warned that a defeat of NAFTA
would have negative repercussions for global trade in general. "No matter how opponents tried to
disguise it, the world would see defeat as a message that America has gone protectionist," wrote
Lewis. "That would encourage protectionism already rising in France and elsewhere in Europe."
The NAFTA enabling legislation includes funds for worker retraining and calls for periodic reports
to Congress on the progress of NAFTA and its impact on jobs in the US. In promoting NAFTA,
President Clinton has attempted to shift the focus of the debate from the issue of job losses to
concerns that the US may lose the Mexican market to Japan and Europe. Speaking via satellite to
more than 240 business forums nationwide, Clinton asked, "If we walk away from this and Mexico
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decides to pursue its development strategy, what must it do? It must make this deal with Europe
or Japan." On the other hand, staunch NAFTA opponent Rep. Sander Levin (D-Michigan), in a
piece co-authored with University of California professor Harley Shaiken, suggested that Japan
would actually benefit more from passage than defeat of NAFTA. "Japanese companies would like
to use a Mexican production base to supply the US market if investment security and low tariffs
are guaranteed," said the article, published in the Nov. 3 edition of the Washington Post. "NAFTA
provides those guarantees." According to the official Mexican new agency Notimex, the European
Community (EC) also expects to benefit greatly if NAFTA is enacted. In a report quoting an article in
Spanish daily newspaper El Pais, Notimex said the EC would like to negotiate a more detailed trade
agreement with Mexico to replace the EC-Mexico cooperation accord reached in 1991. According to
the article, the EC would then use Mexico as a platform to increase its exports to the US and Canada.
In Canada, Prime Minister Jean Chretien, who was inaugurated on Nov. 4, appointed Paul Martin
as Finance Minister and Roy McLaren as International Trade Minister. Both new ministers tend to
favor free trade over protectionism. According to Canadian analysts, the appointments indicate that
Canada may pull back from Chretien's campaign pledge to seek a renegotiation of NAFTA. Chretien
is scheduled to meet with President Clinton on Nov. 19. Meanwhile, Edward Newell, president
of the Canadian Business Council, told La Jornada newspaper that the Canadian private sector
would favor a separate bilateral trade agreement between Canada and Mexico if the US Congress
does not ratify NAFTA. Newell noted that the reservations held by the Chretien administration
regarding NAFTA consist of issues regarding subsidy disputes and anti-dumping policies that were
left over from the US-Canada Free Trade Agreement (FTA). [Sources: Washington Post, 11/04/93; La
Jornada, 11/01/93, 11/04/93, 11/05/93; 11/06/93; Notimex, 11/03/93, 11/05/93, 11/06/93; Agence FrancePresse, 11/05-07/93; New York Times, 10/28/93, 11/02/93, 11/04-06/93, 11/08/93, 11/09/93; United
Press International, 11/01/93, 11/07/93, 11/09/93; Associated Press, 11/01/93, 11/04-08/93, 11/09/93;
Reuter, 11/03/93, 11/04/93, 11/07/93, 11/09/93; Spanish News Service EFE, 11/06/93, 11/09/93]
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